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PO o |

olts

20 — NEWS | SUNDAY, APRIL 25, 2004 / DAILY NEWS

Gridlock

declaration:
it of Water and d

‘ho as head of
16 months ago
extreme emer-
and the City
aptions. f
i freeze or we

I've scen, we > Are you

%4/

Gridlock
in cards
for I-5
corridor

Freeway fixes can’t
keep up wnh growth

By Lisa Masur‘
Staff Writer

Improvements on the Golden
State Freeway (5) corridor
through the Santa Clarita and
San Fernando valleys have
l'ai:led 1o keep pace with the
increase in traffic, and gridlock
will get tmlly Worse as
the population of north Los
Angeles County
SOArS N coming -
years.

Traffic along
the corridor — .
expected to » Goonline.
increase well formoreon
beyond the traffic.
freeway's
capacity in 20 years — already
is 50 bad that Caltrans has given
up trying to maintain stop-and-

simply to get the minimum level
of service.

Car-pool lanes are supposed
to help carry the thousands of

is stalled by state bu cuts
while massive new using

Groundbreaking on Newhall
Ranch's 20,000 new homes is
slated for 2006 and plans are
being set for Centennial's

go conditions and now hopes -

new commuters, but the project -

: looming

for I-5

5 | From Page 1

Las Lomas’ 5,800 homes to the
south, Countless smaller projects
are in the works,

“l am extremely concerned
about. the  (lnterstate) 5 corri-
dor,” said Assemblyman Keith
Richman, R-Granada Hills,

who's working in Sacramento on
strategies for gefting. transporta-,

‘tjion improvements funded and

"’I‘hls is just another example
our lack of investment in
transnortatmn infrastructure.
County is
one of the. fastest-growing areas
in our state and I am very con-
cerned about the impacts on
mobility from the population
growth lhats going to occur in
0se arcas.”

The l'rmay even has its own
support group, the Golden State
Gateway Coalition, made up of
local Iead.ers and builders press-
ing for money to build HOV and
truck lanes as reglons compete

. ‘Crariotia Schenid-MaybachSias
Aftarnoon traffic is heavy on Interstate 5 north of the 14 Freeway interchange recently.

leaving developers poised to fill
the demand.

The population of the north-
em Los Angeles County  area
that stretches out to the Ante-
lope Valley is expected to more
than double {0 1.2 million in
2030, a3 Southern California fits
6 million more residents into
six-county region.

While home builders are

for scare state dollars.
The M, e

tion An‘.hunt)' which is finish-
ing up a mijor study of the cor-
ridor, is also looking at possible
new ‘.wnlymdc, fees on develop-
ers to heip pay for transporta-
tion improvements — some-
thing builders don't decessarily

ﬁ ewhall Ranch, as part of its
approval by the county Board of
S\lpervm in- 2003, agreed to a
provision requiring it to pay
developer fees if a new system
was devised. Las Lomas devel-
oper Dan Palmer said he'd “em-
brace™ paying into a fund to beef
up the public transit system in
Los Angeles.

“We need to ish a

requued. to pony up for
for the

traffic their developments put

on the freeways, figuring the

impact a new development will

have on traffic is tricky work.

Newhall h officials, for
example, based their analysis on
the assumption that new car
pool lanes would be built by
2025 when the homes were com-
pleted, even though planners at
the time warned the Los Angeles
County Board of -Supervisors
that promise couldn’t be guaran-
teed in the face of dwindling
state funds.

‘While Newhall Ranch has
made substantial progress on the
improvements il mual wowde
the

regional mass transit system,”

said Palmer, who's trying to get
Metrolink trains o make a stop
in the dévélopment area, so new
residetils’ contd use the trains
instead of the [-5.

“Itll"be expensive. We woild
be good corpordte citizens and
participate in any kind of fair
share cost of that system. We
would embrace ir.”

Newhall Ranch, which will

lane pmpcl had a sethack this
year after $150 million
requested for the design and
construction work got axed in
the budget cuts. -

Centennial, the 23,000-home
development planned for the
Tejon Ranch, expects to have
similar traffic numbers to
Newhall Ranch and is thinking
about having one of the local bus
companies fun commuter buses

LEGEND

lalTejon Ranch,
acres, 23,000 hores

Newhall Ranch,

and supported by the MTA, is
beaded toward construction on
Interstate 5 between the Ronald
n Freeway (118) and the
Hollywood  Freeway (170),
though the final scgment to the
134 also has been shelved with
state budget cuts,
"What we are going to have to
do is look for, mew sources to
help us improve the

inl’:aslnlclu.re 1o accommodat
at growth,” said the MTA"
chlef planner, James de la Loza.
“We're going to look at all ou
options. What we know for sun
is the available resources are no
enough to keep pace with tlu
growth that is going to occur.”

Lisa Mascaro, (818) T13-3761
fsamascan@dalvnews.com
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Comment Letter 1043 Continued
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of, Sheldon H. Walter, April 26, 2004 (Letter 1043)

1043-1

Options to route the HST through the Antelope Valley along the SR-
138 corridor to I-5 in the Gorman area were considered but rejected
in the screening evaluation, as indicated in Chapter 2 of the Draft
Program EIR/EIS. These alignments would require long (12 miles or
19 km), deep tunneling through the Garlock fault zone. The
tunneling associated with the SR-138 alignments would result in
considerably higher construction costs and risks, making these
options impracticable.

1043-2

Please see standard response 2.1.12. Los Angeles Union Station has
been selected by the co-lead agencies as the preferred HST station
location to serve downtown Los Angeles.

The second public hearing in Los Angeles held on the Draft Program
EIR/EIS was held on June 23, 2004.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1044
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1044 Continued

1. From Merced through the Romero Ranch and over Pacheco Pass with two
altemate routes through the Gilroy area, then on to San Jose,

2. From Merced through the Simon Newman Ranch and up the Orestimba

drainage, through Robinson Creek and west to San Jose, exiting the Diab

Range through Metcalf Canyo o P‘.M&?ﬂ rehow.mes. Confidercilon
" Bzopi Voi ~H035

3. From Merced through the Simon Newman Ranch, the Upper San Antonio K
Valley, Isabel Valley, and then to San Jose via Metcalf Canyon.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of, Rocci E. Pometta, May 7, 2004 (Letter 1044)

1044-1
Please see standard response 6.3.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1045
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of, Carolyn Garbarino, May 7, 2004 (Letter 1045)

1045-1
Please see standard response 6.3.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1046
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of, Dr. David Schneider, The Permanente Medical Group, Inc., May 10, 2004 (Letter 1046)

1046-1
Please see standard response 2.18.1.
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS

Response to Comments

Comment Letter 1047

1047

Sue Bramn rm E [ E._E I] Y E

6515 Crystalaire Drive MAY 12 2004
Sen Diege, California 92120

May 9, 2004
Members of the California High Speed Rail Authority,

Inote that there is a new high speed rail system proposed to connect San Diego and
Northern California. Because I am unable to attend a public hearing re: this, I am now
making a suggestion in writing.

In Europe there are trains that take on autos, as well as people. A family can put their car
on the train and retrieve at the other end. It seems to me that a lot more people would use
the trains if we could try this. Why can it be done elsewhere, yet not here?

An alternative would be to make it very easy for a family to rent a car at train stations.
‘We have found it almost impossible on a Sunday at Union Station in Los Angeles. There
are only 2 rental agencies at the station, one closed on Sundays and the other a distance
away, adding an hour on each end of the trip to get and return a car.

A major reason more people do not use trains is that we do not make it convenient for
them to do so. The route does not go where many want to go, or transportation on either
end is a problem. I cannot take a train to visit my daughter in Topanga Canyon unless
someone picks me up at the Chatsworth Station, relatively far away. There is no public
transportation from the Chatsworth Station even to Wooedland Hills, a compromise, or
public transportation from the LA Union Station to Santa Monica or Woodland Hills.
Obviously, I cannot take a train to visit my son in San Francisco either.

Although I have lived in San Diego since 1964, I am originally from the East; my father
drove the only car our family owned, so I am accustomed to taking public transportation.
Consequently, I, and my entire family, would do so happily if it were available.

Sincerely,

Lo i artrc

Sue Braun
Fax: 619-265-2210
e-mail sehroun@cosnet

1047-1
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California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments

Response to Comments of, Sue Braun, May 9, 2004 (Letter 1047)

1047-1
Please see standard response 2.7.1.
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